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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 32 is objected to because of the following informalities: In regard to claim 
32, the scope of the claim is unclear because the wording is confusing. The examiner is 
unclear about the seventh line, "a knob for actuating said knob". As "best understood" 
the examiner will examine the claim to mean a knob actuating the cam, until further 
corrections are made. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 4, 6-9, 11-17, 19-22, 24-26, 28-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being obvious over Burmesch et al. (2003/0046852) in view of Yang 

(2004/0011098). 

The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another 1 '; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
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matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1.131; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(f)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

In regard to claims 1 and 34, Burmesch teaches a cable lock comprising: a 
flexible cable (60); a lock body (304) including a passageway therethrough (40); and a 
locking mechanism including a lever arm (340), wherein the lever arm cause a locking 
member (360) to move into and out of engagement with the flexible cable when the 
flexible cable is inserted into the passageway. 

Burmesch fails to teach a combination lock mechanism including a set of 
combination dials. 

Yang shows that it is known in the art to construct a dual lock mechanism having 
a lock cylinder and a combination lock (3) having a plurality of combination dials (31). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
construct a cable lock comprising a dual lock mechanism as taught by Yang, since such 
a modification would provide a backup unlocking means if the user forgets their key. 

In regard to claim 2, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable lock, 
wherein Burmesch teaches the lever arm allows the locking member to move into and 
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out of three positions: an unlocking position, wherein the cable can be inserted into and 
removed from the passageway; an cinch position, wherein the cable can only be 
inserted into the passageway; and a locked position, wherein the cable can not be 
inserted or removed from the passageway. 

In regard to claim 4, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable lock, 
wherein Yang teaches a rotatable knob (11). 

In regard to claim 11, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable lock, 
wherein Burmesch teaches the locking member includes a rotatable cam (362) and a 
locking clamp (109). 

In regard to claim 12, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable lock, 
wherein Burmesch teaches the locking clamp slides along a sloped surface in order to 
engage and disengage the cable. 

In regard to claim 15, 28, 32 and 34, Burmesch teaches a cable lock comprising: 
a flexible cable (60); a lock body (304) including a passageway therethrough (40); and a 
lock mechanism, wherein the lock mechanism comprises: a rotatable cam (340); a shaft 
selectively engageable with the cam (47); and a pivotable clamp located at one end of 
the cable (30). 

Burmesch fails to teach a lock mechanism comprising: a set of combination dials 
having an unlocking combination connected a corresponding set of hubs; a rotatable 
cam; a knob connected to the cam; and a shaft selectively engageable with the cam; 
wherein the cam rotates to provide an unlocking position only when the set of 
combination dials are manipulated to the unlocking combination; a reset button that 
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disengages the set of combination dials from the corresponding set of hubs, thereby 
allowing the combination to be set. 

Yang shows that it is known in the art to construct a dual lock mechanism having 
a lock mechanism, wherein the lock mechanism comprises: a set of combination dials 
(31) having an unlocking combination connected a corresponding set of hubs (32); a 
rotatable cam (14); a knob connected to the cam (11); and a shaft (13) selectively 
engageable with the cam; wherein the cam rotates to provide an unlocking position only 
when the set of combination dials are manipulated to the unlocking combination; a reset 
button (8) that disengages the set of combination dials from the corresponding set of 
hubs, thereby allowing the combination to be set. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to construct a cable lock comprising a dual lock mechanism as taught by 
Yang, since such a modification would provide a backup unlocking means if the user 
forgets their key. 

In regard to claim 16, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable lock, 
wherein Burmesch teaches the cam rotates to engage and disengage a locking clamp 
(360), wherein the locking clamp engages the cable in the passageway when the cam 
disengages the locking clamp. 

In regard to claims 17 and 31, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable 
lock, wherein Burmesch teaches the cable lock includes three positions: an unlocking 
position, wherein the cable can be inserted into and removed from the passageway; an 
cinch position, wherein the cable can only be inserted into the passageway; and a 
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locked position, wherein the cable can not be inserted or removed from the 
passageway. 

In regard to claims 6, 7, 19 and 20, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed 
cable lock, wherein Yang teaches the combination lock mechanism includes a reset 
feature allowing new combinations to be set; wherein the reset feature includes a reset 
button (8) located on a portion of the lock body. 

In regard to claims 8 and 21 , Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable 
lock, wherein Yang teaches at lest one of the set of combination dials includes a 
shoulder (31 1) that prevents access between the at least one of the set of combination 
dials and the lock body. 

In regard to claims 9 and 22, Burmesch in view of Yang teaches the claimed 
cable lock above. Burmesch fails to teach the lock body includes indication features 
that indicate which direction the cable is to be inserted into the passageway. Although 
Burmesch fails to teach the indication feature, indicia are well known in the art. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill to place indicia on the lock body to 
provide instructions and prevent a user from misusing the lock. 

In regard to claims 13, 24 and 29, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed 
cable lock, wherein Burmesch teaches a pivotable clamp (360) located at one end of 
the cable. 

In regard to claims 14 and 26, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable 
lock, wherein Yang teaches a protective covering (72) selectively covers the set of 
combination dials. 
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In regard to claims 25, 30 and 33, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed 
cable lock, wherein Burmesch teaches the pivotable clamp include a detent mechanism 
(109) that secures the pivotable clamp in a predefined orientation. 

Claims 5 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Burmesch et al. in view of Yang in further view of Resch et al. (5,61 1,225). 

The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1.131; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

In regard to claims 5, Burmesch in view of Yang teach the claimed cable lock. 
Burmesch fails to teach the knob includes a breakable portion that will disengage the 
knob from the lever arm when sufficient force is applied to the knob. 
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Resch shows that it is known in the art to construct a knob (74) including a 
breakable portion (66) that will disengage the knob from the lever arm when sufficient 
force is applied to the knob. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to construct a knob with a breakable portion as taught by Resch, since such a 
modification increases security if the knob is being tampered with. 

In regard to claim 27, as claimed above Burmesch in view of Yang teaches the 
claimed cable lock comprising: a flexible cable; a lock body including a passageway 
therethrough; and a lock mechanism, wherein the lock mechanism comprises: a set of 
combination dials; a rotatable cam; a knob; and a connecting member connecting the 
cam with the knob. Burmesch in view of Yang fails to teach the connecting member is 
breakable such that the knob will disconnect from the cam when sufficient force is 
applied to the knob. 

Resch shows that it is known in the art to construct a knob (74) including a 
breakable portion (66) that will disengage the knob from the lever arm when sufficient 
force is applied to the knob. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to construct a knob with a breakable portion as taught by Resch, since such a 
modification increases security if the knob is being tampered with. 

In regard to claims 3 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Burmesch et al. in view of Yang in further view of Officer (5,791 ,170). 



Application/Control Number: 10/71 1 ,566 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3676 

The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1.131; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

In regard to claim 3 and 18, Burmesch in view of Yang teaches the claimed cable 
lock above. Burmesch fails to teach the cable includes an end fixably secured to the 
lock body. 

Officer shows that it is known in the art to construct a cable lock including a cable 
(42) having a fixed end (46) secured to the lock body (10). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct a cable 
lock including a cable having a fixed end secured to the lock body as taught by Officer, 
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since such a modification is well known in the art to vary the length of the cable entering 
the lock. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 10 and 23 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

In regard to claims 10 and 22, the prior art of record doesn't teach a cable lock 
comprising a spring member located within the passageway that allows the cable to be 
inserted into the passageway. It would not be obvious to modify Burmesch in view of 
Yang because any modification would be hindsight. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Burmesch et al., Officer, Yang, Meekma et al., Resch et al., Yu, 
Kirk, Steinbach. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William Schrode whose telephone number is (571)272- 
1647. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9AM-6:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on (571)272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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